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Mzr. Heory L. Crisp
Crisp & Oxiozd
Attorneys &t Law
Amewicws, Georxgils 31709

Laar Mr. Crisp:

This 1s in veforence o your submission under
Spetion 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1983 of changes
in 2lecetion laws with vegard to school boazd elsstiows
in Sumtey County, Ceorgia submitted purguant to fection 3
sf thes Voting Rights Ast of 1963 oan May 14, 1971,

4fiter g caraful e¢xasination of the desographic
charvacterisgtics of Sumter County &nd an. anelysis of
Taceat Court decisicuns, we are unsble to conclude,
ez we must undsr the Voring BRights Act, that the usae
of the at-lerge election system you submitted will
not heye a racialliy digeriminatory effect. Cur
iaveatigation raflects that there are significzuc
cougantrations of dlack citizens in parts of Swxter
County and that the regquirewment that all candidates
mugt bs voted on county-wide would rasult ia the dilution
and winioizstion of the voting strength of dlack citizens,

Recent Supreme Couwrt decisicas daaliang with
issues of this nature, and to which we feel obdligatad
to zive great weight, indfcate thst the combinaticun




af ss-lazrge election, districet residence veguirement,
aad & majority regquireswat would have ths effect of
abridgiag minovity voring rights i{n Sumter County, The
veazondang of thess receal cases L8 fliustrsated by che
Court's dacisior last moath which held that the sulti-
uenbar election sysiam, nuarical post sad majerity vote
raquicesent of Dellas awd Bexar Counties, Texas tended
to abridge mivovicy votring power and tharefora violated
the Fourreenth Amsadweat. White v, Register, 41 U.S.L.W,
122‘;35 {1973). Se¢o 2130 Wultcomb v. Chavis, 503 0.5, 124
1371).

For the foregning ressons, I must on behalf of ths
Attornsy Goaneral ilazerposze an objsctica to tha uvse of an
at-large systems to elest school dboard memdore. ¥Ne have
reached this conclusion relpetsatly becausa we fully underz-
stand the complexities favelved ia deviging a respportion~
mant plan o satiafy the ased of the city snd Lts cltissas
2od simultameously eomply with the msndetes of the Faderal
foazeituilisn and laws., We sea parsuaded, howaver, that
the Voriang Rights Act compals this result. We do mot, la
this imstauce, ask that che reaulis of the June 5, 1973
spacial clection de overturned., However, we feal & responsi-~
dilicy to inform you thar all future elactions hold under
the proseat gt-large system will be wnlawfal.

Of wourze; as provided by Section 35, you hawe sn
alcernstive of imatituting sn astioa ia the Unized States
Diszrice Court for the Diaserict of Columbila for a declara-
tocy judgesn: that ths chaages do aot have the purposs and
will not hove the offect of denying cor abridgiang the vighe |
to votw on gecount of tace or coler,
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I xust stress that ay decislon does not fu any

w3y ispair the cowunty's decision to slect scheol beard
membarzs, but merasly renders uneunfcrceables the gt-largs
voting feature of the election system. 1If you have

any questions cencarning this matisr, 4o not hesitate
to call on me or wmesbers of my staff,

Sincerely,

J. STAMLEY POTTINCER
Assietant Attorney General
Civil Rights Mwvisioa




